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Did John Preach Baptism for the Remission of Sins ? By Agnes 
Smith Lewis, in The Expositor, March, 1898. 

Is the phrase "unto remission of sins" (Mark 11 : 30; Luke 20 : 4) 
logically and grammatically dependent upon "baptism" or "repent- 
ance " ? The Council of Nicea decided for the former construc- 
tion. AVas it correct? Baptism and repentance are two perfectly 
distinct ideas, and the grammatical dependence of the phrase cannot 
be upon them both. Grammar here gives no help. If an appeal be 
made to experience, it is at once apparent that, beautiful as is the rite 
of baptism, it has had no appreciable effect whatever on the life of 
those to whom it has been administered. It must always be accom- 
panied by repentance and the forsaking of sins. Is this idea of forsak- 
ing implied in a</)co-is, " remission " ? It may well be suspected that 
such a thought was not altogether absent from John's mind, and it is a 
fact that in the Syriac versions the words by which it is translated are 
formed from a root whose common root is " to forsake." Remission 
of sins is impossible without repentance, and repentance never occurs 
without "remission." It therefore follows that the phrase in question 
is logically dependent upon the word "repentance" and not on "bap- 
tism." 

This article of Mrs. Lewis is interesting, not alone from its theological relations, 
but from the light which it casts from Syriac versions upon the interpretation of the 
words in question. It is, however, a fair question whether the Greek word &<p«rts in 
itself expresses the idea of " forsaking." 

S. M. 



Zur Chronologie des Lebens Pauli. By Professor Emil Schurer, 
in Zeitschrift f'iir wissenschaftliche Theologie, January, 1898. 

In this article Professor Schiirer crosses swords with Professor 
Harnack, and incidentally with O. Holtzmann and Blass, in defense 
of the date of the recall of Felix which Schiirer advocates in his 
History of the Jewish People in the Time of Jesus Christ (E. Tr., I, ii, 182, 

268 



SYNOPSES OF IMPORTANT ARTICLES 269 

note). He begins with a thorough examination of the credibility of 
the Chronicle of Eusebius, which is Hamack's reliance in his revision 
of the customary chronology. We are furnished with a table giving 
in parallel columns from the three forms in which the Chronicle of 
Eusebius is preserved to us all the data which it offers concerning the 
history of the Jews, from the death of Herod to the outbreak of the great 
war. These are then critically examined in connection with the writ- 
ings of Josephus, with a view to discovering whether Eusebius had access 
to sources of information other than Josephus in the arrangement of his 
Annals. This investigation results in certain conclusions : (1) the text 
of Jerome is preferable to the Armenian version of the Chronicle ; (2) 
in almost every case the Chronicle is manifestly dependent on Josephus 
for its information, and generally it follows the shorter of his works, 
the Jewish War; (3) in a few cases both the Antiquities and the Jewish 
War are used, as in determining the date of the accession of Felix as 
the eleventh year of Claudius ; (4) in some cases where Josephus fur- 
nishes no date, Eusebius has inferred one from the context, and not 
always correctly. The plan of his work necessitated his giving some 
date. In particular, Eusebius' date for the accession of Festus, the 
2d of Nero, is due to such a guess, since neither of the works of 
Josephus furnishes a date, but simply indicates that Felix continued in 
the government after Nero came to the throne. The only source 
known to us other than Josephus from which Eusebius or his prede- 
cessor, Julius Africanus, could have drawn is Justus of Tiberius ; but, 
however useful he may have been in earlier parts of the work of 
Eusebius, in the part here under consideration he could have been of 
no service, since his history treated only of the Jewish kings, so would 
hardly have furnished the story of the Roman procurators. 

The objection that is commonly raised against the late date for the 
recall of Felix — that Pallas fell into disfavor in 55, and so could not 
have assisted his brother Felix at the later time- — is met by the double 
consideration : (1) That the date of the deposition of Pallas, according 
to Tacitus (February, A. D. 55), is so soon after the beginning of 
Nero's reign (October, A. D. 54) that the recall of Felix by Nero and 
his arrival in Rome before his brother's downfall is impossible. 
This Harnack has seen, and has sought escape by conjecturing an 
error in Tacitus. But Schiirer remarks : " If in these things anything 
at all is certain, it is the chronology of Tacitus, which is arranged 
annalistically, and sets the downfall of Pallas in February, 55." (2) 
Moreover, that Pallas was deposed does not indicate that he lost all 
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influence. He still retained " a very respectable amount of power," 
and it is altogether possible that by 60 he was again a man of influ- 
ence. His death does not fall until 62. 

The new chronology is further untenable in view of the fact that 
the conversion of Paul in the year 30 is impossible, since there is need 
for at least a few years between the death of Christ and that conversion 
to allow for the growth of the church and its persecution. Moreover, 
the uprising led by the Egyptian mentioned in Acts 21:38, which was 
a thing of the past before Paul was brought before Felix, occurred in 
the time of Nero, according to Josephus (Ant., XX, 8, 4-6). Schiirer 
also approves of Ramsay's argument [Expositor, March, 1897) that 
Gallio could not have been proconsul in Corinth until some time 
after 49. 

The general lines of the criticism have now been frequently traced — beginning 
with the article of Ramsay to which Dr. Schiirer refers. The noteworthy feature of 
this article is the removal of the Chronicle of Eusebius from the class of independent 
witnesses to the chronology of the New Testament period. 

Rush Rhees. 

The Newton Theological Institution. 



Das Reich Gottes in den Psalmen. Von Pastor J. Boehmer ; 
Neue kirchliche Zeitschrift, VIII. Jahrgang, pp. 620-51; 746- 
63; 819-37. 

The book of Psalms — a collection of the religious songs of Israel 
— mirrors the conceptions which were associated with the kingdom 
of Jahweh from the period of the kings till a time long after the 
exile. 

It is important to investigate how representations of Jahweh's 
kingdom which had been based upon the historico-religious develop- 
ment of Israel grew into prophetic announcements in the light of 
pious subjectivity, and appeared in poetic garb — which of these rep- 
resentations found acceptance, and how they modified, and what con- 
tribution they made to, the establishment of the hope of Israel. 

We will not investigate Messianic wisdom as such, nor will we 
represent the Messianic hope. Stade has attempted the latter, but, in 
view of his exegetical tortures and unscientific method, he has simply- 
begged the question. We now examine exegetically two kinds of 
Psalms, which sometimes run parallel, sometimes cross each other, viz., 
those which deal with the kingdom of Jahweh without any mention of 
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an earthly king ; and, second, those which tie themselves to a king 
who shall succeed David. 

I. The kingdom of Jahweh, according to exegetical determination 
and connected description, is found in Pss. 93, 95, 99, 24, 29, 49, 
10, 48, 149, 47, 146, 145, 22, 66, 87, 95, 93, 96, and 98, with the fol- 
lowing general characteristics: (1) there is within it a great diversity 
of religious representation ; (2) we can trace the steps from the old- 
est times, when Jahweh was a god of war and leader of hosts, on 
through the period of his princely Israelitish national character, to a 
time when all peoples may bring their petitions to him. He was 
known first through nature, then through history, then through the 
word. 

II. The Davidic kingdom with reference to the kingdom of Jahweh, 
exegetically investigated in Pss. 20, 21, 2,45, 72, 89, 132, and no, 
gives the following general results : (1) the Psalms were written 
largely from a prophetic point of view ; (2) they conceive that in the 
present king and his descendants the promises given to David shall be 
realized ; (3) the Davidic king exists everywhere only in connection 
with Jahweh. 

A comparison of the conception of the kingdom of Jahweh and 
of the ideal Davidic king (in the Psalms) shows that these are not mutu- 
ally exclusive. The picture of the future is essentially the same in 
each, but occasionally the Davidic kingdom passes wholly into that of 
Jahweh. The Jahweh kingdom stands by itself, has all in itself; the 
Davidic kingdom as such is nothing, it is completely dependent upon 
Jahweh. The Davidite is always a national Israelitic ruler, while 
Jahweh appears as king of the world, though revealed thus far only in 
Israel. When the Davidite needs power, Jahweh appears with him, for 
him, and in him. The kingdom of David is lost in Jahweh's kingdom, 
and the people but rarely bind the hope of Israel to a king of David's 
house, a personal Messiah. 

III. The kingdom of God in the Psalms, as set within the Old Tes- 
tament canon. As long as Israel existed, there was a king Jahweh, even 
as far back as Moses, if not farther, but the conception in early times 
was by no means prominent. Throughout the Pentateuch Jahweh is 
spoken of as king only three times, and these passages are in doubt. 
In fact, in all preexilic writings the name King Jahweh or a hint of it 
is found but seldom. Still we may find Psalms in preexilic times in 
which King Jahweh appears, e.g., Pss. 5 and 24. With the exile comes 
a complete change. The fall of the kingdom of David, and especially 
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the contact with great kingdoms like Assyria, Chaldea, and Persia, 
brought the Israelites to look upon Jahweh (who until now had been 
Israel's king) as lord over all the world-rulers. Here takes place an 
extensive broadening and decisive inner enrichment of the kingdom 
of Jahweh. After the exile Jahweh is called king much more fre- 
quently. In exilic and post-exilic pieces of Isaiah Jahweh is called 
king six times ; in Isaiah proper only once. Twice he is so called in 
additions to Jeremiah; thrice in Zech. 14, etc. 

Before the exile the summing up of the hope of Israel is never 
designated by the royal title of Jahweh ; after the exile it is found 
seven times. Chronicles and Daniel employ the royal name as savior 
for all, only to emphasize his majesty, everlastingness. and dominion. 
First in the Psalms, and in the Psalms only, is he celebrated as king 
in the sense that he brings salvation to all peoples. Hence the Psalms 
with this conception are certainly post-exilic. 

To the Psalmist the personality of Jahweh stood so much in the 
foreground that he gave no description of the territory, laws, functions, 
etc., of the kingdom. He was not interested in contemporaneous 
history or the events of his time, but only in Jahweh himself, his per- 
son and his majesty. Detailed exegesis shows that the Psalmist speaks 
of no chasm between the present and the future in which the king 
shall appear with power and salvation for the world. Psalms which 
make the contents of Jahweh's kingdom salvation for Israel and for 
the Gentiles are exilic or post-exilic, Psalms which present the abstract 
kingdom of Jahweh were composed long after the exile. The appli- 
cation of these facts will determine the date of composition of a num- 
ber of Psalms. Before the exile, and during the exile, the hope of 
salvation of Israel hung on David's line. But, beginning in the exile, 
this conception was being pushed to the background, and after Zech- 
ariah all hope is centered in Jahweh the king. We may place Psalms 
like 20, 21, 61 between 950-600 B. C. ; Psalms like 2, 45, 72 between 
750-600 B. C. ; Psalms like 89, 132 immediately after the exile. 

After all our examination we conclude that the kingdom of 
Jahweh and the Davidic kingdom stood in close relation, partly 
together, and partly inside of each other, partly exclusive of each 
other. 

The teaching of Jesus Christ on the kingdom of God corresponds 
more nearly to the picture of the Psalms than that of any other writ- 
ing. Christ practically leaves out of account the Davidic kingdom, 
never emphasizing it ; but he announces complete salvation as pro- 
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ceeding from the kingdom of Jahweh. He puts new life into the old 
phrase " the kingdom of God " by emphasizing the personality of God 
and by substituting for king, Father. 

Any investigation that may furnish criteria for the dating of the Psalms must be 
most warmly received by scholars. To this end the author has made a real contribu- 
tion. His method is scientific throughout, though it is to be regretted that he has not 
made clearer his order of treatment in Pt. 3. In the argument the author assumes, 
perhaps, too much, occupying a rather extreme position as to the date of composition 
of the Old Testament writings. Especially valuable is the detailed and careful 
exegesis of the Psalms. 

Theodore A. Gessler. 



